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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This Office action is responsive to applicant's amendment filed October 27, 2006. 
Claims 1-5, 8-14, 16-20, 23-29, 31 and 35-39 are pending. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

3. Claims 1-5, 8-14, 16-20, 23-29, 31 and 35-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent Application Publication 2002/0001495 
(Mochizuki) in view of U.S. Patent 4,876,606 (Banno et al., hereinafter Banno). 

Regarding claim 1 , Mochizuki discloses an information processing apparatus 
(see Figs. 1-5, host 10) comprising a holding unit adapted to hold print data (paragraphs 
0047-0048), an issuing unit adapted to issue reference information corresponding to the 
print data held by the holding unit, to both of a first printing apparatus and a second 
printing apparatus (paragraphs 0010, 0041, and 0045), a first receiving unit adapted to 
receive an acquisition request of the print data transmitted from the first printing 
apparatus on the basis of the reference information (retrieval response packet received 
from printer in step S9, print response packet received from printer in step S15 
(paragraph 0045)), a first transmission unit adapted to transmit the print data to the first 
printing apparatus in response to the acquisition request received by said first receiving 
unit (print response packet accepted by host, print processing entered in step S19 
(paragraph 0045)), a judgment unit adapted to judge whether or not the transmission of 
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the print data by said first transmission unit succeeded (flag indicative of print disabled 
set up by printer in the event that the printer cannot accept any print request (paragraph 
0053)), and a second receiving unit adapted to receive an acquisition request of the 
print data transmitted from the second printing apparatus on the basis of the reference 
information (response from a plurality of printers (paragraph 0045)). 

Mochizuki does not disclose a second transmission unit adapted to not transmit 
the data to the second printing apparatus in response to the acquisition request 
transmitted from the second printing apparatus in a case where it is judged by said 
judgment unit that the transmission of the print data succeeded, and adapted to transmit 
the data to the second printing apparatus in a case where it is not judged by said 
judgment unit that the transmission of the print data succeeded. Banno discloses an 
image forming system where a host system is connected to plural printers (Fig. 2). The 
host system determines status information from a first printer, and executes a print job if 
the status information from the first printer allows for successful execution; otherwise 
the host system determines status information from a second printer (Fig. 4; column 6, 
lines 34-57). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that 
prohibiting printing at the second printer when the first printer is able to successfully 
execute the print job prevents unnecessary duplicate printing at the second printer and 
saves paper and ink or toner for other jobs. Furthermore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art that enabling printing at the second printer when the first 
printer is unable to successfully execute the print job increases the likelihood that a job 
will be successfully completed, since more than one printer is available to carry out the 
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job. Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
the teaching of Mochizuki by providing transmission or non-transmission of print data to 
the second printer based on whether the first printer is able to successfully execute the 
print job, as disclosed in Banno. 

Regarding claim 2, Mochizuki discloses the apparatus discussed above in claim 1, 
and further teaches that the issuing unit is a Web server function processing means 
(paragraphs 0040-0041). 

Regarding claim 3, Mochizuki discloses the apparatus discussed above in claim 1 , 
and further teaches that the print data is transmitted via the predetermined 
communication medium (paragraphs 0041, 0045, 0047-0048), the apparatus further 
comprising a third receiving unit adapted to receive print data that is transmitted via a 
predetermined communication medium (paragraphs 0041 , 0045, 0047^0048), wherein 
the holding unit holds print data received by the third receiving unit and the issuing unit 
issues reference information for performing pull print corresponding to the print data 
held in the holding unit (paragraphs 0041 , 0045, 0047-0048). 

Regarding claim 4, Mochizuki discloses the apparatus discussed above in claim 
1, and further teaches of a notifying unit adapted to notify a second information 
processing apparatus, which is made communicatable via a predetermined 
communication medium, of the reference information (paragraphs 0041, 0045, 0047- 
0048). 

Regarding claim 5, Mochizuki discloses the apparatus discussed above in claim 
1 , and further teaches of a recognizing unit adapted to recognize whether or not the 
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printing apparatus that is made communicatable via the predetermined communication 
medium corresponds to pull print (paragraphs 0041 ,0045, 0047-0048), and a 
determining unit adapted to determine whether a print request for push print or a print 
request for pull print is issued to the printing apparatus according to recognition of the 
recognizing unit (paragraphs 0041 , 0045, 0047-0048). 

Regarding claim 8, Mochizuki discloses the apparatus discussed above in claim 
2, and further teaches that the predetermined protocol is an Internet printing protocol 
(paragraphs 0040- 0041 ). 

Regarding claim 9, Mochizuki discloses the apparatus discussed above in claim 
2, and further teaches that a print request in compliance with the predetermined 
protocol is a Pull request for obtaining the print data (paragraphs 0040-0041 , 0045, 
0047-0048), and the Pull request includes at least a GET method of an HTTP protocol 
or a get subcommand of an FTP protocol (paragraphs 0040-0045). 

Regarding claim 10, Mochizuki discloses the apparatus discussed above in claim 
1 , and further teaches that the reference information for performing pull print is 
information for specifying a storing place of print data stored in a storage unit and 
includes at least a URL (paragraphs 0040-0041 , and 0048). 

Regarding claim 11, Mochizuki discloses the apparatus discussed above in claim 
1 , and further teaches of deleting unit adapted to delete the print data held in the 
holding means according to a response from the print apparatus to which the print data 
is transferred (paragraphs 0050-0052, and 0055-0056). 



Application/Control Number: 10/023,873 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2625 

Regarding claim 12, Mochizuki discloses the apparatus discussed above in claim 
1 1 , and further teaches that the deleting unit recognizes information for instruction 
whether or not the print data held in the holding unit is to be deleted and controls to 
switch whether or not the print data is to be deleted according to the recognition 
(paragraphs 0050-0052, and 0055-0056). 

Regarding claim 13, Mochizuki discloses the apparatus discussed above in claim 
2, and further teaches that the Web server function processing unit manages the print 
data held in the holding unit and starts server function processing for performing Web 
server function processing in compliance with a predetermined protocol when a print 
request is issued from an application to a printing system (paragraphs 0040-0041, 0045, 
0047-0048). 

Regarding claim 14, Mochizuki discloses the apparatus discussed above in claim 
13, and further teaches that the printing system includes a printer driver and a print 
spooler (paragraph 0041 , see Fig. 7). 

• Regarding claim 16, Mochizuki discloses an information processing method (see 
Figs. 1- 5, host 10) comprising a step of holding print data (paragraphs 0047-0048), a 
step of issuing reference information corresponding to the print data held in the holding 
step, to both of a first printing apparatus and a second printing apparatus (paragraphs 
0010, 0041, and 0045), a first receiving step of receiving an acquisition request of the 
print data transmitted from the first printing apparatus on the basis of the reference 
information (retrieval response packet received from printer in step S9, print response 
packet received from printer in step S15 (paragraph 0045)), a first transmitting step of 
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transmitting the print data to the first printing apparatus in response to the acquisition 
request received in said first receiving step (print response packet accepted by host, 
print processing entered in step S19 (paragraph 0045)), a judging step of judging 
whether or not the transmission of the print data in said first transmission step 
succeeded (flag indicative of print disabled set up by printer in the event that the printer 
cannot accept any print request (paragraph 0053)), and a second receiving step of 
receiving an acquisition request of the print data transmitted from the second printing 
apparatus on the basis of the reference information (response from a plurality of printers 
(paragraph 0045)). 

Mochizuki does not disclose a second transmission step of not transmitting the 
data to the second printing apparatus in response to the acquisition request transmitted 
from the second printing apparatus in a case where it is judged in said judging step that 
the transmission of the print data succeeded, and transmitting the data to the second 
printing apparatus in response to the acquisition request transmitted form the second 
printing apparatus in a case where it is not judged in said judging step that the 
transmission of the print data succeeded. Banno discloses an image forming system 
where a host system is connected to plural printers (Fig. 2). The host system 
determines status information from a first printer, and executes a print job if the status 
information from the first printer allows for successful execution; otherwise the host 
system determines status information from a second printer (Fig. 4; column 6, lines 34- 
57). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that prohibiting printing 
at the second printer when the first printer is able to successfully execute the print job 
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prevents unnecessary duplicate printing at the second printer and saves paper and ink 
or toner for other jobs. Furthermore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art that enabling printing at the second printer when the first printer is unable to 
successfully execute the print job increases the likelihood that a job will be successfully 
completed, since more than one printer is available to carry out the job. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the teaching of 
Mochizuki by providing transmission or non-transmission of print data to the second 
printer based on whether the first printer is able to successfully execute the print job, as 
disclosed in Banno. 

Regarding claim 17, Mochizuki discloses the method discussed above in claim 
16, and further teaches that the issuing step is a Web server function processing step in 
compliance with a predetermined protocol (paragraphs 0040-0041). 

Regarding claim 18, Mochizuki discloses the method discussed above in claim 
16, and further teaches that the print data is transmitted via the predetermined 
communication medium (paragraphs 0041 , 0045, 0047-0048), the method further 
comprising a step of receiving prim data that is transmitted via a predetermined 
communication medium (paragraphs 0041, 0045, 0047- 0048), wherein the holding step 
holds print data received in the receiving step and* the issuing step issues reference 
information for performing pull print corresponding to the print data held in the holding 
step (paragraphs 0041, 0045, 0047-0048). 

Regarding claim 19, Mochizuki discloses the method discussed above in claim 
16, and further teaches of a step of notifying a second information processing 
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apparatus, which is made communicatable via a predetermined communication 
medium, of the reference information (paragraphs 0041, 0045, 0047-0048). 

Regarding claim 20, Mochizuki discloses the method discussed above in claim 

16, and further teaches of a step of recognizing whether or not the printing apparatus 
that is made communicatable via the predetermined communication medium 
corresponds to pull print (paragraphs 0041, 0045, 0047-0048), and a step of 
determining whether a print request for push print or a print request for pull print is 
issued to the printing apparatus according to recognition of the recognizing step 
(paragraphs 0041 , 0045, 0047-0048). 

Regarding claim 23, Mochizuki discloses the method discussed above in claim 

17, and further teaches that the predetermined protocol is an Internet printing protocol 
(paragraphs 0040- 0041 ). 

Regarding claim 24, Mochizuki discloses the method discussed above in claim 
17, and further teaches that a print request in compliance with the predetermined 
protocol is a Pull request for obtaining the print data (paragraphs 0040-0041 , 0045, 
0047-0048), and the Pull request includes at least a GET method of an HTTP protocol 
or a get subcommand of an FTP protocol (paragraphs 0040-0045). 

Regarding claim 25, Mochizuki discloses the method discussed above in claim 
16, and further teaches that the reference information for performing pull print is 
information for specifying a storing place of print data stored in a storage unit and 
includes at least a URL (paragraphs 0040-0041 , and 0048). 
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Regarding claim 26, Mochizuki discloses the method discussed above in claim 

16, and further teaches of a step of deleting the print data held in the holding step 
according to a response from the print apparatus to which the print data is transferred 
(paragraphs 0050-0052, and 0055- 0056). 

Regarding claim 27, Mochizuki discloses the method discussed above in claim 
26, and further teaches that the deleting step recognizes information for instruction 
whether or not the print data held in the holding step is to be deleted and controls to 
switch whether or not the print data is to be deleted according to the recognition 
(paragraphs 0050-0052, and 0055-0056). 

Regarding claim 28, Mochizuki discloses the method discussed above in claim 

17, and further teaches that the Web server function processing step manages the print 
data held in the holding step and starts server function processing for performing Web 
server function processing in compliance with a predetermined protocol when a print 
request is issued from an application to a printing system (paragraphs 0040-0041, 0045, 
0047-0048). 

Regarding claim 29, Mochizuki discloses the method discussed above in claim 
28, and further teaches that the printing system includes a printer driver and a print 
spooler (paragraph 0041, see Fig. 7). 

Regarding claim 31, Mochizuki discloses a computer readable storage medium 
storing a program (see Figs. 1-5, application unit 16 in host 10, paragraph 0041) for 
executing a step of holding print data (paragraphs 0047-0048), a step of issuing 
reference information corresponding to the print data held in the holding step, to both of 



Application/Control Number: 10/023,873 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2625 

a first printing apparatus and a second printing apparatus (paragraphs 0010, 0041 , and 
0045), a first receiving step of receiving an acquisition request of the print data 
transmitted from the first printing apparatus on the basis of the reference information 
(retrieval response packet received from printer in step S9, print response packet 
received from printer in step S15 (paragraph 0045)), a first transmitting step of 
transmitting the print data to the first printing apparatus in response to the acquisition 
request received in said first receiving step (print response packet accepted by host, 
print processing entered in step S19 (paragraph 0045)), a judging step of judging 
whether or not the transmission of the print data in said first transmitting step succeeded 
(flag indicative of print disabled set up by printer in the event that the printer cannot 
accept any print request (paragraph 0053)), and a second receiving step of receiving an 
acquisition request of the print data transmitted from the second printing apparatus on 
the basis of the reference information (response from a plurality of printers (paragraph 
0045)). 

Mochizuki does not disclose a second transmitting step of not transmitting the 
data to the second printing apparatus in response to the acquisition request transmitted 
from the second printing apparatus in a case where it is judged in said judging step that 
the transmission of the print data succeeded, and transmitting the data to the second 
printing apparatus in response to the acquisition request transmitted from the second 
printing apparatus in a case where it is not judged in said judging step that the 
transmission of the print data succeeded. Banno discloses an image forming system 
where a host system is connected to plural printers (Fig. 2). The host system 
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determines status information from a first printer, and executes a print job if the status 
information from the first printer allows for successful execution; otherwise the host 
system determines status information from a second printer (Fig. 4; column 6, lines 34- 
57). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that prohibiting printing 
at the second printer when the first printer is able to successfully execute the print job 
prevents unnecessary duplicate printing at the second printer and saves paper and ink 
or toner for other jobs. Furthermore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art that enabling printing at the second printer when the first printer is unable to 
successfully execute the print job increases the likelihood that a job will be successfully 
completed, since more than one printer is available to carry out the job. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the teaching of 
Mochizuki by providing transmission or non-transmission of print data to the second 
printer based on whether the first printer is able to successfully execute the print job, as 
disclosed in Banno.9 

Regarding claim 35, Mochizuki discloses the apparatus discussed above in claim 
1 , and further teaches that the second transmission unit transmits an error to the 
second printing apparatus in response to the acquisition request transmitted from the 
second printing apparatus in the case where it is judged by said judgment unit that the 
transmission of the print data succeeded (paragraphs 0040-004 I, 0045, 0047-0048). 

Regarding claim 36, Mochizuki discloses the method discussed above in claim 
1 6, and further teaches that the second transmission control step transmits an error to 
the second printing apparatus in response to the acquisition request transmitted in the 
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second transmission control step in the case where it is judged in said judging step that 
the transmission of the print data succeeded (paragraphs 0040-0041, 0045, 0047- 
0048). 

Regarding claim 37, Mochizuki discloses an information processing apparatus 
(see Figs. 1-5, host 10) comprising a holding unit adapted to hold print data (paragraphs 
0047-0048), an issuing unit adapted to issue reference information corresponding to the 
print data held by the holding unit, to a plurality of printing apparatuses (paragraphs 
0010, 0041, and 0045), a receiving unit adapted to receive an acquisition request of the 
print data, transmitted from any of the plurality of printing apparatuses based on the 
reference information (paragraphs 0040-0041, 0045, 0047-0048), a judging unit 
adapted to judge whether or not the acquisition request received by the receiving unit is 
the acquisition request first received in regard to the print data (paragraphs 0040-0041 , 
0045, 0047-0048), and a transmission control unit adapted to control to transmit the 
print data to the printing apparatus which transmitted the acquisition request in a case 
where it is judged by the judging unit that the received acquisition request is the first- 
received acquisition request (paragraphs 0010, 0041 , and 0045), and not to transmit the 
print data to the printing apparatus which transmitted the acquisition request in a case 
where it is not judged by the judging unit that the received acquisition request is the 
first-received acquisition request and transmission of the print data to another printing 
apparatus has been completed (paragraphs 0010, 0041, and 0045). 

Mochizuki does not disclose transmission of the print data to the printing 
apparatus which transmitted the acquisition request in a case where it is not judged by 
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said judging unit that the received acquisition request is the first-received acquisition 
request and transmission of the print data to another printing apparatus failed. As 
mentioned above with respect to claim 1, Banno discloses an image forming system 
where a host system is connected to plural printers (Fig. 2). The host system 
determines status information from a first printer, and executes a print job if the status 
information from the first printer allows for successful execution; otherwise the host 
system determines status information from a second printer (Fig. 4; column 6, lines 34- 
57). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that prohibiting printing 
at the second printer when the first printer is able to successfully execute the print job 
prevents unnecessary duplicate printing at the second printer and saves paper and ink 
or toner for other jobs. Furthermore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art that enabling printing at the second printer when the first printer is unable to 
successfully execute the print job increases the likelihood that a job will be successfully 
completed, since more than one printer is available to carry out the job. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the teaching of 
Mochizuki by providing transmission or non-transmission of print data to the second 
printer based on whether the first printer is able to successfully execute the print job, as 
disclosed in Banno. 

Regarding claim 38, Mochizuki discloses an information processing method (see 
Figs. 1- 5, host 10) comprising a holding step of holding print data (paragraphs 0047- 
0048), an issuing step of issuing reference information corresponding to the print data 
held in the holding step, to a plurality of printing apparatuses (paragraphs 0010, 0041 , 



Application/Control Number: 10/023,873 Page 15 

Art Unit: 2625 

and 0045), a receiving step of receiving an acquisition request of the print data, 
transmitted from any of the plurality of printing apparatuses based on the reference 
information (paragraphs 0040-0041, 0045, 0047-0048), a judging step of judging 
whether or not the acquisition request received in the receiving step is the acquisition 
request first received in regard to the print data (paragraphs 0040-0041 , 0045, 0047- 
0048), and a transmission control step of transmitting the print data to the printing 
apparatus which transmitted the acquisition request in a case where it is judged in the 
judging step that the received acquisition request is the first-received acquisition request 
(paragraphs 0010, 0041 , and 0045), and not to transmit the print data to the printing 
apparatus which transmitted the acquisition request in a case where it is not judged in 
the judging step that the received acquisition request is the first-received acquisition 
request and transmission of the print data to another printing apparatus has been 
completed (paragraphs 0010, 0041 , and 0045). 

Mochizuki does not disclose transmission of the print data to the printing 
apparatus which transmitted the acquisition request in a case where it is not judged by 
said judging unit that the received acquisition request is the first-received acquisition 
request and transmission of the print data to another printing apparatus failed. As 
mentioned above with respect to claim 1 , Banno discloses an image forming system 
where a host system is connected to plural printers (Fig. 2). The host system 
determines status information from a first printer, and executes a print job if the status 
information from the first printer allows for successful execution; otherwise the host 
system determines status information from a second printer (Fig. 4; column 6, lines 34- 
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57). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that prohibiting printing 
at the second printer when the first printer is able to successfully execute the print job 
prevents unnecessary duplicate printing at the second printer and saves paper and ink 
or toner for other jobs. Furthermore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art that enabling printing at the second printer when the first printer is unable to 
successfully execute the print job increases the likelihood that a job will be successfully 
completed, since more than one printer is available to carry out the job. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the teaching of 
Mochizuki by providing transmission or non-transmission of print data to the second 
printer based on whether the first printer is able to successfully execute the print job, as 
disclosed in Banno. 

Regarding claim 39, Mochizuki discloses a storage medium which stores a 
computer readable program (see Figs. 1-5, application unit 16 in host 10, paragraph 
0041) for executing an information processing method comprising a holding step of 
holding print data (paragraphs 0047-0048), an issuing step of issuing reference 
information corresponding to the print data held in the holding step, to a plurality of 
printing apparatuses (paragraphs 0010, 0041, and 0045), a receiving step of receiving 
an acquisition request of the print data, transmitted from any of the plurality of printing 
apparatuses based on the reference information (paragraphs 0040-0041, 0045, 0047- 
0048), a judging step of judging whether or not the acquisition request received in the 
receiving step is the acquisition request first received in regard to the print data 
(paragraphs 0040-0041, 0045, 0047-0048), and a transmission control step of 
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transmitting the print data to the printing apparatus which transmitted the acquisition 
request in a case where it is judged in the judging step that the received acquisition 
request is the first-received acquisition request (paragraphs 0010, 0041 , and 0045), and 
not to transmit the print data to the printing apparatus which transmitted the acquisition 
request in a case where it is not judged in the judging step that the received acquisition 
request is the first-received acquisition request and transmission of the print data to 
another printing apparatus has been completed (paragraphs 0010, 0041, and 0045). 

Mochizuki does not disclose transmission of the print data to the printing 
apparatus which transmitted the acquisition request in a case where it is not judged by 
said judging unit that the received acquisition request is the first-received acquisition 
request and transmission of the print data to another printing apparatus failed. As 
mentioned above with respect to claim 1, Banno discloses an image forming system 
where a host system is connected to plural printers (Fig. 2). The host system 
determines status information from a first printer, and executes a print job if the status 
information from the first printer allows for successful execution; otherwise the host 
system determines status information from a second printer (Fig. 4; column 6, lines 34- 
57). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that prohibiting printing 
at the second printer when the first printer is able to successfully execute the print job 
prevents unnecessary duplicate printing at the second printer and saves paper and ink 
or toner for other jobs. Furthermore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art that enabling printing at the second printer when the first printer is unable to 
successfully execute the print job increases the likelihood that a job will be successfully 



Application/Control Number: 10/023,873 Page 18 

Art Unit: 2625 

completed, since more than one printer is available to carry out the job. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the teaching of 
Mochizuki by providing transmission or non-transmission of print data to the second 
printer based on whether the first printer is able to successfully execute the print job, as 
disclosed in Banno. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed in response to the prior rejection of the above claims 
as set forth in the Office action mailed July 27, 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

In response to the prior rejection of the claims, applicant has amended 
independent claims 1, 16, 31 and 37-39 to indicate that print data is not transmitted to a 
second printing apparatus when it is judged that the transmission of the print data to a 
first printing apparatus succeeded, and is transmitted to the second printing apparatus 
when it is not judged that the transmission of the print data to the first printing apparatus 
succeeded. Applicant asserts that Mochizuki does not judge whether the transmission 
of print data by a first transmission unit succeeded. Applicant also asserts that 
Mochizuki does not disclose non-transmission of the data to a second printing 
apparatus when the transmission of the data succeeded, and transmission of the data 
to the second printing apparatus when it is not judged that the transmission of the print 
data succeeded (current amendment: pages 15-18). These limitations, while not 
disclosed in Mochizuki, are taught by Banno, as mentioned above with respect to the 
independent claims. 
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Conclusion 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas D. Lee whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7436. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 7:30-5:00, alternate 
Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David K. Moore can be reached on (571 ) 272-7437. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Sen/ice Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Thomas D Lee 
Primary Examiner 
Technology Division 2625 

tdl 

January 3, 2007 



